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Commissioner for Patents 

This communication is in response to the remand by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences on 26 July 2009. This 
communication cancels claims 1-4, 24-27, 40-49, 53 and 54 as instructed by the Board. 

GROUNDS OF REJECTION NOT ON REVIEW 

The following grounds of rejection have not been withdrawn by the examiner, but they are not under review on appeal because they 
have not been presented for review in the appellant's brief. 

Claims 1-2, 24-25, 40-41, 44, 46, 53 and 54 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Daniel et al. U.S. Patent 
4,972,504 in view of Reuhl et al. U.S. Patent 5,873,069. 

Claims 3, 26 and 42 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Daniel et al. U.S. Patent 4,972,504 in view of 
Reuhl et al. U.S. Patent 5,873,069 and further in view of Sloane U.S. Patent 5,918,21 1. 

Claims 4, 27 and 43 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Daniel et al. U.S. Patent 4,972,504 in view of 
Reuhl et al. U.S. Patent 5,873,069 and further in view of Day et al. U.S. Patent 5,857,175. 

Claims 45 and 47-49 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Daniel et al. U.S. Patent 4,972,504 in view of 
Reuhl et al. U.S. Patent 5,873,069 and further in view of Riordan U.S. Patent 6,078,891. 

Since claims 1-4, 24-27, 40-49, 53 and 54 were not presented for review, claims 1-4, 24-27, 40-49, 53 and 54 are cancelled and are 
not under consideration for purposes of this appeal. 

The Examiner believes the application is in condition for review by the Board and will forward the case to the Board. No response is 
required by the Applicant. 

/Hani M. Kazimi/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3691 
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